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REMARKS 

KMitTKb . jx* ic-pv'ctiulK 't;que-.tea C Idims 1, 2. ft. 10. ! 1 an^' ift a'-v ine la^ci sv 'hom 
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Obicctteas to the Claims 
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forv,gv>n'!. v<ii. rs Xn^Ka.-** cq icst th*U the ob^c turn under 35 U S C 5 112 he \\nbdri\\n 



7 



Ikj. i > ^ Knm^ 1 19 i txder U S C $101 

nxcnUor <s '•^.ctta io mn stdximry subject natter A^pphcant^ tesnti,tt i{ \ *u Cise 
rv|ti^l50 1 i rd <»ubni tlw dmjii, I l9co itatp patentable Mibiva tratt^r i I v. n m im 'ks 

, , -^ K nM( ^ ? s ^ ^ 

K \ec\ tui^ i ihtmaiicdl alisOrUhm ) oi (2) snnpl-v manipulate abstract idods <- g i bi^ 
Scl jadvj; 22 f 2vl '^O I SPQ2<i at 1458-^9j a buboie !ii<.rarclu A\amuivi tir ^'^ 
I^Jn1^(i^ I feFQ2dat r'^Q) ^<>«* ?4 ^> . . a p <l intern 

(, (. V IS c ' 5 c\ 1 -^S t r ! t !^ kl I i I I inb ^ oi ^u>m ^^.i, --^ sns lu in ' 
IX <.tn 7io<Jvi h u-v i£ spoken u a Ox. '^(.rMce Ihis cha sv u joauvc ^ 

iaj^ivd '^'■act v u 'ppliLition of tbc enton i he method of claims I -1 ^> dots iiut man'pi iale 
> iK ri^mf^cs abH at,l ci'ticepti. or mcas m a \ataum, thv mctHod ha*, a pra^txal leai nojld 
-'f^p vat or o ! ! ^ \ ! uni >v \ ! V 

1 \ i K c Si, i, ^ J o i \ n i! ( khIv ^ . K \ •>crss ) V S ai " 
^ 'C ^ s UT dainentai % dirfercnt to this ca«e In Benson the lomiuia cia \\as 
^ avv 'x* a'Kf t \\a- J jccted to m aij^onlhm alone ■witli a pract cal application Be i on n 
kti a!5 ^ hi okda<.cimajstopurc hian \s I ttrs f ai c 

^ s ■< ! I «> ypi v,aiUs c aiais i 1 % v\hah <ire ^rv.*s.ei tt.d i u <.oaiv, \ c ^ i - 

> s ^ ^ I, ix> s submit lha* vlaims 1 -1 contain patentable si.o|ec. ifiattci th it 
01 on so V iv, ^. ttviHs oi L S C k 101 asul aic in tondu.on for ai>Ov^ nco 
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Rejerfioo of Claims M 9 Under 35 U.S.C §102 

The OHkt' Adion rejects claims i-V) under 35 IIS-C. §102 a.s bcii^ii amjcipa-cJ by 
Epstein (U,S, Fateni No, 6,735,560) C'Eipslein"). Applicants traverse this rejection and 
rsspectfully submit thai cimm 1-19 are not anticipated by Epstein under 35 IIS.C. § 102(b). 
Epsteiv! J-.>i.-: s■i■.^; Jeach all fhe iiniiiations of chiin; \ . Chi^n I requires lepiinsi a llrsi N(..U model 
using at icast one boa^d craikd rule tmd sample utterances and testing the peribrmaoee of a 
second NLIJ model using a first batch of labeled data. Epstein does not teach any kind of 
testing, evaluation, assesstnem, or miaiysis of NLU models \'^atsoever, much less per&rmance 
testing or perlormaiice evaluation as delimited In claim 1 . as ca?5 be shown vvith a simple search 
of ihe lext of EpMein. In fivcl F.rstein does not teach testing or evaluation of anything. This 
linuiatioo oi ciairri I is not ujughi be lipstein, 

lipstein also does not teach the claim limiiation of creating at least one handcrafted rule 
for each call-type defined in a labeling guide using sample utterai^ces. Epstein teaches using a 
clas^er svhich ;\- :'r;r.;;vc.i:'\ Husod or statistically based io idcniify text sirings. C'ol, 3, 
lines 42-45. Hpstci;;. ibcuscs on ideiitiiying text string faid substrings rather 'dr,in creaiing rules 
for call-types. Using a classer to identify text strings is not the same as creating handcrafted 
rules for each calMype defined in a labeling guide using sample utterances. Therefore li-pstein 
does not teach all the limitaiions of claim I . 

!^ps{c.ir> doi.'^ not teach all lUe claim limiiatioits of claim 1 1 aitd 16. Similar to claim h 
ekusiis 1 1 and 1 6 both require lesiing performance of a ikst NllJ model and evaluating 
perfbrma.nce of a series of later NLU models. As discussed above, Epstein does not teach any 
tesii or evaluating perfonT^ance of an NLU model or anything else. Therefore Epstein does not 
tbach all the claim limitations of claims 1 1 atid 16. 



1, I : c- \M ha\c been showi abt ve to contain add Uonal hniitaUons not ua^lit b> 
li-pstein. 

For ihc foregoiag reaiJons, AppUeaxits respectM!>' request that the 3S U,S.C. | I02(fe) 
rejection be witMrawPi. 
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CONCLtJSION 

' ..l.>c^^t;a reicctions imd ohjt'cUons. \prijcanis iv.-spect1\i!l} subnet iliai i-c 
sublet i apf bcahoj. is In conJuion for aliowaace and a Notice to tlial ciYcct ii? earnestlv solIC5tcd. 
U' necessary, ihc Cumniissioner for Patents is authori?A;d lo chas-ge or credit ihe Nevak, Druce & 
Q«igg LLP. Account No. 14-1437 for am deficiency or over|>a>t nem. 



IXmh; August 1 . 2007 
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